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the autopsy would have given additional information for questions 
that might arise later.” ((!) 

The panel concluded, nevertheless, that the autopsy-findings were 
generally accurate. Dr. Baden testified that DrvKing died as a result 
of a single giur-hct wound caused by a bullet that entered the light 
side of the face approximately an inch to the right and a half inch 
below the mouth. (7) The bullet fractured Dr. King’s jaw. exited the 
lower part of the face and reentered the body in the neck area. (8) It 
then severed numerous vital arteries and fractured the spine in several 
places, causing severe damage to the spinal column and coming to 
rest on the left side of the back. The bullet traveled in a downward, 
and rearward from a medial direction. (.0) 

The panel found that the wounds to Dr. King were caused by the 
bullet recovered from his body— a Kemingtoh-Peters. soft-point, 
metal-jacketed bullet fired from a distance bv a high-velocity 
rifle. (10) Based on the examination of the evidence by the forensic 
pathology panel, the committee concluded that Dr. King died as a 
result of one shot fired from in front of him. 

2. THE SHOT THAT KII.EED DR. KINO WAS FIRED FROM THE BATHROOM 
WINDOW AT THE REAR OF A ROOMINOIIOfSE AT 422% SOUTH MAIN 
STREET. MEMPlirS. TENN. 

An important issue has always been the location of the assassin at 
the time the shot was fired. Unfortunately, precise directional and 
trajectory data could not be obtained in. this investigation through 
forensic pathology 7 for two reasons. One. a dissection of the bullet’s 
path was not performed during the autopsy and could not be done at 
the time of the committee investigation. Two. it was not possible to 
determine Dr. King's exact position at the time of the shooting. (77) 
From extrinsic evidence, the autopsy panel accepted that at the 
moment the bullet entered his body, Dr. King was at the balcony rail- 
ing talking to someone on the pavement one story below. (12) Accord- 
ingly. the panel found that the bullet pathway was consistent with the 
shot coming from his right and above. (W) The autopsy panel con- 
cluded that the single bullet that struck Dr. King must have come from 
across Mulberry Street. 4 because Dr. King’s body was facing in that 
direction and because a bullet coming from that direction would have 
traveled on a downward slope. The panel concluded, further, that the 
bullet .was probably fired from the area of the roominghouse at 422 V 2 
South Main Street, but the panel , could not determine, from the 
medical evidence alone, whether the shot was fired from the bathroom 
window on the second floor or from the shrubbery below the 
window. (H ) 5 

Because of the importance of determining as accurately as possible 
the location of the assassin, the committee retained Koogle and Pouls 
Engineering, Inc. of Albuquerque, N. Mex., to conduct engineering 

4 See MLK Exhibit F-19 (crime scene diagram), Hearings before the Select Committee 

on Assassinations. U.S. House of Representatives, 95th Congress, 2d Session (Washington. 
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surveys at the scene of the assassination. The engineering consultant 
met the committee, and committee medical panel members in Memphis 
in June 1978. and the firm proceeded to conduct an engineering survey, 
using sophisticated scientific equipment. ( 7J ) 

Eyewitness testimony indicated that at the moment of The bullet’s 
impact. Dr. King was standing on the motel balcony in front of room 
•106. conversing with associates in the courtyard below. (10) The engi- 
neering survey was based on scientific measurements of the rear of the 
roominghouse from that position and of the probable posture of Dr. 
King's body at the instant of impact — that is. with his head forward, 
looking down into the parking area and with a slight forward bend 
at the waist. (17) While the. consultant was unable to state with 
certainty the vertical angle of the trajectory. (75) the geometric data 
was consistent with both the bathroom window at the rear of the room- 
inghouse (7/7) and shrubbery within the garden area at the rear of 
418-4221/2 South Main Street (£0) as possible locations for the assassin. 

Because the medical and engineering evidence was not conclusive 
as to the precise origin of the shot, (21) the committee used the 
testimony of witnesses at the scene to determine the most likely origin. 
Charles Quitman Stephens, a roominghouse tenant who occupied room 
6-B, maintained in a sworn affidavit given on June 18, 19G8. that on 
two or three occasions during the afternoon of April 4. 19<>8. he "heard 
footsteps leaving room 5-B and going past [his] room and into the 
common bathroom at the end of the hall." 6 A second tenant. William 
Charles Anschutz, told FBI interviewers that during the afternoon of 
April 4. 1968, he made two attempts to use the bathroom and found it 
occupied on each occasion. He recalled that Stephens told him, through 
the door of room 6-B, that the bathroom was being used by the new 
tenant, in 5-B. (22) This information became significant in light of 
the uncontroverted evidence that Kay did, in fact, rent room 5-B on 
the. afternoon of April 4. 

Neither Anschutz nor Stephens could recall for the committee details 
of these bathrooms visits by the occupant of room 5-B. but Stephens 
notedJu_a sworn statement that at the time of the assassination, he 
was seate3“arThe - kltcl , ien”table in room 6-B, when he heard a loud 
explosion that he recognized as a shot. After looking out the window 
toward the Lorraine Motel, he heard footsteps running in the hallway. 
He went to the door, opened it, looked out and observed a man with 
something under his arm turning the corner at the end of the hallway. 
Stephens was sure the individual had come from the bathroom ad- 
joining his apartment because of the loudness of the shot.(&?) 

Stephens’ sobriety on the afternoon of April 4 was called into ques- 
tion by a number of sources, and the committee did not relv on his tes- 
timony for an eyewitness identification of the assassin. It believed that 
he was sober enough, however, to determine that a loud explosion had 
occurred nearby and that he saw a man fleeing down the hallway. (24) 
Similarly. Anshutz heard a shot, opened his door and saw a man fleeing 
down the hallwny from the direction of the bathroom. (25) 
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Although the scientific evidence did not independently establish the 
location of the assassin, when it was combined with witness testimony, 
it. pointed strongly to the rear of the roomingliouse. In light of the mu- 
tually corroborative testimony of Stephen? and Anschutz, and "the 
absence of significant evidence of an alternative firingjoegtion. the 
c^mTrim'TT'ohnll that the slioTtliat hilled Deriving was fired from 
the bathroom window at the rear of the roomingliouse at 4221,4 South 
Main Street. 



I)r. King was killed by a Remington-Peters. soft-point, metal- 
jacketed bullet fired from a high velocity .3tM.)6 rifle. The committee 
determined that a rifle purchased by .Tames Earl Ray on March 30. 
1968. in Birmingham. Ala., and which was found in front of Canipe's 
Amusement Co., 424 South Main Street, moments after the assassina- 
tion. was the type of rifle that could have fired the bullet that killed 
Dr. King. 

From a combination of field investigation, scientific data, and ad- 
missions by Ray. the committee was convinced that Ray purchased 
the rifle, transported it to the scene of the crime and abandoned it 
near the scene immediately after the shooting. First, the evidence is 
conclusive that Ray purchased a .30-06 caliber Remington Game- 
master slide action rifle, serial Xo. 461476. model 760. with a Redfield 
variable telescopic sight, serial Xo. A17350, and- Weaver sight mount. 
This rifle, sight, and mount were recovered by police officers immedi- 
ately after the assassination and were later designated exhibit “Q2” 
by the FBI. Ray repeatedly admitted, as lie did under oath at a 
committee public hearing, that on March 29. 1968. lie purchased a .243 
caliber rifle and a telescopic sight at the Aeromarine Supply Co. in 
Birmingham. Further. Ray admitted that the next day lie exchanged 
the .243 caliber rifle for a more powerful .30-06 Remington Game- 
master. (■?£) That rifle was identified as the rifle found in front of 
Canipe's Amusement Co. on April 4. 1968. 

Ray’s admission about the purchase and exchange was corroborated 
by the statements of U. L. Baker and Donald Wood, the Aeromarine 
employees who dealt with Ray on March 29 and 30. Wood, in fact, 
identified Rav as the man known to him as Harvey Lowmeyer who. 
on March 30*. received the .30-06 rifle in exchange for the original 
.243 purchase. (.11) In addition, the Aeromarine sales receipt reflects 
the initial purchase and subsequent exchange by Lowmeyer. the alias 
Rav admitted using at the time of the rifle purchase. (.%) 

The committee found significant Ray's use of an alias other than 
Eric S. Galt during a transaction that could be directly tied to the 
assassination. Ray had established identification as Eric S. Galt and 
used that name almost exclusively for 9 months preceding the assassi- 
nation. When he rented an apartment or a room, bought a car. secured 
a driver’s license, took dance lessons, rented a safe deposit box, visited 
a doctor, attended bartending school, and subscribed to a locksmith 
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course all everyday activities, he did so as Eric Starro Galt. (35) On 
the other hand, in transactions directly linked to the assassination, 
and therefore the most incriminating. Say deviated from Jus estab- 
Shed Identity. He used the name Harvey ^ney^-only- for the 
^rchase of (36) similarly, lie used tl^nameJohn^ illard 

only to rent the room at Bessie Brewer s roommghouse at 422i/ 2 South 

| ^Although 'B aycHimed to have taken a slow drive through Alabama 
and Mississippi from March 31 to April 4, “gauged documents 

1 and sworn testimony convmcedM^e-connnittee that ? a 3» “ f “ c ‘- .f. 

I RegardlSaAdp^^ transporting 

l ° Tlfus^ th^coauni^ ^ a 1 Hay bou-bt a .30-06 Remington 

Gamemaster in BirminghamancTtook it to Memphis. This same rifle— 
with Ray’s fingerprints on it-was found on the sidewalk in front of 
424 South Main Street moments after the assassination. 

Ray also admitted renting room 5-B at Bessie Brewers 1 ’ ooml "g- 
house. using the name John V illard. (JS) In interviews with the com- 
mittee as well as in the original investigation. Mrs Brewer recalled 
renting room 5-B to John Willard. She also noted that the tenant 
rejected the first room shown to him. one equipped with hght house- 
keeping facilities, saying he only wanted a sleeping roonn Willard 
then accepted 5-B, Mrs. Brewer recalled, which was in the rear of the 
building near the bathroom and which offered a view of the front of 
the Lorraine Motel. (JS) 8 A man matching the general description of 
Rav was also seen at the time he rented the room by Charles Stephens 
and bv Bertie Reeves, another resident of the roommghouse. (40) 

As noted previously, both Stephens and Anschutz saw a man carry- 
ino- a bundle that could have contained a rifle, fleeing down the hallwav 
shortly after the shooting. Bernell Finley, who was shopping in 
Canipe’s Amusement Co. at the time of the assassination, recalled 
hearing a sound like the backfiring of an automobile. A short time 
later he saw a man walking by the front of the store, heard a noise and 
saw a bundle in the entranceway of the store. He then caught a glimpse 
of the profile of a man walking away in haste.).)/) During his FBI 
interview, Finley described the man as a white male, of average build 
wearing a dark suit. Shortly after he saw the man Finley heard the 
screech of tires and saw a white Mustang pull away from the curb. (J&) 
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Guy Canipe, owner of the amusement company, told the committee 
he had no recollection of hearing the shot. He did remember hearing 
-a.ihud ar the front door and catching a glimpse of a dark-skinned 
white man passing the store. (43) In an earlier FBI interview. Canipe 
described the man as white, between 5 feet 10 inches and 6 feet tall, 
with a chunky build, wearing a dark suit and generally clean and neat 
in itpearanee. He also told the FBI that within moments of hearing j 
the handle drop, he saw a small white car pull away from the curb on I 

Mr- Street. (44) Canipe did not recall this car (4-5) when he was 1 
interviewed by the committee. Julius Graham, another customer in t 
Oaripe’s store, could not provide the committee with a description 
of the individual who dropped the bundle, but he did recall that a 
wr_te Mustang passed the store heading north shortly after the bundle 

wi^ dropped. (45) 

tie bundle dropped in front of Canipe’s was recovered immediately 
afterward by Memphis police officers. It contained among other items } 
two cams of'Schlitz beer, the April (^edition of the Memphis Com- j 
mer.'tal Appeal, a plastic bottle of aftershave lotion, a .30-06 rifle 
with a rerial number matching that of the rifle purchased by Ray in 
Birmingham, ammunition, and a pair of binoculars.(4~) The bundle 
also contained a portable radio with an identification number scratched 
of in When the FBI was able to decipher the number, it was revealed 
to it Ray’s M’ssouri State Penitentiary inmate number. (45) , 

Tie committee, in an effort to evaluate the available fingerprint 
evidence in the case, retained a fingerprint expen. Vincent Scaliee of dyfd- ( 
Forensic Control Systems. Scalice examined latent fingerprints lifted , f-P 
from the rifle, the binoculars, a Schlitz beer can and the front page of *1 
the Memphis Commercial Appeal. All were found to be the prints of 
James Earl Ray. Because of other commitments. Scaliee could not 
complete the fingerprint identification, so the committee retained 
Darrel] D. Linville and Ray Holbrook, fingerprint specialists for the 
Washington. D.C. Metropolitan Police Department. They subse- 
quently identified Ray’s prints on the telescopic right on the rifle and 
on thebottle of aftershave lotion. No prints, either identifiable or un- 
identifiable, other than those identified as Ray’s, were found on the 
rife. 1 4$) I 4 

Having determined that Ray purchased the rifle, that his prints 
were on the rifle, that no other prints were on the rifle, and that a man 
matching Ray’s description dropped the rifle shortly after the shot, 
ths committee turned to the firearms evidence in an effort to establish, 
if possible, that the Q2 rifle was the murder weapon. 

The committee retained a panel of five of the foremost firearms 
examiners in the United States to review the ballistics evidence. 10 
A total of 257 man-hours were consumed by the firearms examination. 
winch consisted of 81 comparisons of Q64. the bullet taken from y’M 
Dr. King’s body, with test-fired bullets, as well as exhaustive micro- 
sropic. visual, and chemical analyses. Despite this effort, the panel was V f ’ r | ” 
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against me.” (53) -Similarly, in his public hearing testimony, Ray 
emphatically denied filing a change of address in Los Angeles, although 
he did aeknowledge~the possibility that he mentioned Atlanta during 
a telephone conversation with an associate of Raoul. (-5^) "W hen the 
committee confronted Ray with the change of address card that he had 
filed in Los Angeles on ilarch 17, indicating a temporary change of 

address to General Delivery, Atlanta, until April 25, Ray admitted the 

card was his and that he must have filed it before his departure from 
Los Angeles. (55) Ray could not explain his statement to Rather that 
an intent to go to Atlanta was damaging. (56) Since Atlanta was the 
national headquarters of the SCLC, as well as Dr. King’s home, the 
committee found Ray’s anticipated travel to that city as the first 
significant indication of his interest in tracking the activities of Dr. 

Ray’s probable stalking of Dr. King continued with his trip to 
Selma, Ala., following his departure from Los Angeles. Dr. King was 
in the Selma area on March 21. Ray admitted being in Selma on 
March 22 (a motel registration card for his Galt alias confirms his stay 
there), 13 but his explanation for being there was not convincing. He 
claimed that while driving from New Orleans to Birmingham, al- 
legedly to meet Raoul, he got lost and had to spend the night in 
Selma. (57) The committee noted, however, that in 1968 there were 
two direct routes from New Orleans to Birmingham, and that Selma 
was on neither of them. It was situated in between the two routes, about 
45 miles out of the way. The committee further determined that it 
would have been difficult for Ray to have become lost between New 
Orleans and Birmingham. 

The committee found Ray’s activities following the purchase of the 
rifle relevant to the stalking theory. On March 28, the day after vio- 
lence cut short a Memphis march led by Dr. King, Ray purchased a 
£43 caliber rifle in Birmingham. (58) On March 30, he exchanged it 
for a .30-06 Remington, (59) the rifle the committee concluded he used 
to assassinate Dr. King. 

Ray testified that between March 30 and April 3, he took a slow 
drive through Alabama and Mississippi, stopping at different motels 
each night, on his way to meet Raoul in Memphis. (60) The committee 
could find no evidence, witness corroboration or documentation, to 
support this account. 14 On the other hand, there was substantial evi- 
dence indicating that Ray returned to Atlanta following the rifle 
purchase. Thus, Ray’s movements roughly paralleled those of Dr. 
King, who returned to Atlanta from Memphis on March 30. Except 
for a trip to Washington, D.C., on March 31, Dr. King remained in 
Atlanta until April 3, 1968, when he returned to Memphis. (61) 

Ray adamantly denied that he returned to Atlanta before proceeding 
to Memphis. At a public hearing of the committee, he testified, “I know 
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I didn’t return to Atlanta. If I did, I will just take the responsibility 
for the King case here on TV.” (62) ... ... , 

The committee reviewed two incidents^however.-thatrcompellmgh 
show that Rav did. in fact, return ’W Atlanta after purchasing the 
murder weapon in Birmingham. First t lie committee established that 
on March 31. Rav paid his Atlanta landlord. Jimmy Garnei. for a 
second week's rent; he wrote his name on an envelope and gave it to 
Gamer. (fiS) This payment was one of the 56 stipulations of material 
fact that Rav agreed to in his guilty plea. (64) Tnadditioma commit- 
tee interview with Garner confirmed the date of the payment. (66) 
When Rav was confronted with Gamers statement, he claimed Garner 
was in error. He suggested that the issue of his presence in Atlanta 
could lie cleared up bv checking with the Piedmont Gleaners where he 
left his laundry on Slarch 25. 26 or 27 and picked it up on April o, 

19 Whde Rav was correct about the date he retrieved the clothing, both 
the laundry receipts((>7) and the. Piedmont Cleaners ledger, as well as 
the public' testimony of a retired Piedmont employee, Annie Estelle 
Peters, proved that Rav left his laundry at Piedmont on April 1. 1968. 
(68) Rav’s charge that the incriminating documents were somehow 
falsified was refuted by both the sworn public testimony of M rs. Peters 

and the Piedmont ledger book. . . , , 

The committee observed that while Ray was m Atlanta on April 1. 
both the Atlanta Constitution and the Atlanta Journal published 
stories about the volatile situation in Memphis and Dr. Kings inten- 
tion to return to the troubled city. (^.9) The committee believed that 
after learning from news accounts of Dr. Kings intention to return to 
Memphis. Ray left Atlanta and headed for Memphis himself. After 
arriving in Memphis on April 3, Ray checked into the ?\ew Rebel 
Motel, on the outskirts of the city. (70) .The next day lie moved to a 
roominghouse adiacent to the Lobraine Motel. (77) 

Rev. Samuel B. Kyles of Memphis, an associate of Dr. K ng. re- 
called that on April 3 he heard a radio broadcast reporting that Dr. 
King was staying at room 306 of the Lorraine. (72) Among Ray s pos- 
sessions left in front of Canipe’s, authorities recovered a copy of the 
Memphis Commercial Appeal with a front page story about Dr. King, 
one that placed him at the Lorraine Motel for lunch on April 3 .{73) 
Ray’s fingerprint was found on the front page of the newspaper. (74) 
With information that Dr. King was staving at the Lorraine avail- 
able to Ray, the transfer from the New Rebel Motel to Bessie Brewer s 
roominghouse takes on special significance. The rear of the rooming- 
house flees the Lorraine, offering an ideal vantage point for one who 
• was stalking Dr. King and waiting for an opportunity to assassmate 

fc ^ a ( y testified that he might have purchased the newspaper, but that 

* he did not read it on April 4 and that he was not aware Dr. Kingwas 

* in Memphis. “I really wasn’t aware that he was existing, (76) he 

v stated. In light of the high visibility of the sanitation workers strike 

Ray’s natural sensitivity to the increased police activity because of 
his fugitive status, the radio and newspaper coverage of Dr. Kings 
activities, and Ray’s fingerprint on the April 4 edition of the Memphis 
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Commercial Appeal, the committee concluded that Ray’s denial was 
not worthy of belief. 

The manner in which Ray selected his room at Bessie Brewer's 
roominghouse provided additional evidence of his intent to monitor 
Dr. King’s movements. Room 8, the first room Ray was shown, was 
located toward the front (South Main Street) side of the building. It 
was across the hall from the office where Ray had approached Mrs. 
Brewer. It offered neither privacy nor the possibility of a view of the 
Lorraine Motel located to the rear of the building. 15 Ray rejected the 
room, telling Mrs. Brewer he wanted only a sleeping room and not an 
apartment. (77) 

The second room, 5-B, was located in another wing of the building, 
away from the office and toward the rear of the building. Further, its 
window offered the possibility of a direct view of the Lorraine. The 
committee found no evidence that Ray entered the room and examined 
the view from the window before accepting it. Nevertheless, the pri- 
vacy and its location at the rear of the building apparently made the 
room more acceptable to Ray. 

Ray’s monitoring of Dr. King was also indicated by his purchase 
of a pair of binoculars after renting the room. Ray admitted pur- 
chasing binoculars on the afternoon of April 4. 1968.(7,5) This admis- 
sion was corroborated by a sales receipt from the York Arms Co., 162 
South Main Street, Memphis, dated April 4, 1968 ; the statement of 
Ralph Carpenter, the sales clerk who sold the binoculars to Ray: (79) 
and Ray’s fingerprint on the binoculars. The binoculars with the re- 
ceipt were found in the bundle of evidence outside Canipe’s. Although 
inexpensive, they would have enabled Ray to keep a close watch on 
movement at the Lorraine Motel from the rear of the roominghouse. 
Ray could have observed the Lorraine either from room 5-B, by lean- 
ing slightly out of the window, or from the bathroom at the end of the 
hall. Examination of room 5-B immediately after the assassination 
revealed that a dresser had been pushed from in front of the window 
and that a chair had been moved up to the window, (£0) indicating 
that Ray had, in fact, used the window for surveillance of the Lorraine. 

Thus, there is compelling circumstantial evidence that from 
March 17, 1968, Ray tracked Dr. King’s movements from Los Angeles 
eastward, and then followed him to Selma, Ala., Atlanta, Ga., and ulti- 
mately Memphis, Tenn., where he rented a room from which he could 
observe Dr. King and purchased a pair of binoculars to assist him in 
his observations. The committee’ concluded that these were activities 
performed by Ray in preparation for assassinating Dr. King. 


THE ASSASSIXATIOX 


The committee concluded that James Earl Ray shot Dr. Kingfrom 
the bathroom window on the second floor of the north wing of Bessie 
Brewer’s roominghouse, fled from the building carrying a bundle 
containing the weapon and other items, and dropped the bundle in 
the entranceway of Canipe’s Amusement Co. The evidence further 


